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Frau Schreiber n America 


NE of the most interesting visitors in 

Washington is Frau Schreiber, member 
of the German Reichtag, who borrowed the 
money to visit America to study the position 
of American women. 

Easily conceded to be one of the two or 
three most able of the 35 women members of 
the German Reichstag, Frau Schreiber belongs 
to the social democratic party, one of the ten 
political parties in the Reichstag, but having 
the largest number of representatives—over 
100. Because this party largely corresponds 
to the labor party which will shortly take 
power in England, but still more at the in- 
sistence of her American friends, it seems that 
Frau Schreiber is being labeled as belonging 
to the “labor party.” As a matter of fact, this 
woman M. P. claims to stand on the middle 
ground between the “radicals” and “reaction- 
aries” in Germany. 

About 50 years old, with snow white hair, 
parted in the middle, Frau Schreiber is a 
native of Vienna, the daughter of a physician. 
Moving to Germany as a young girl, and study- 
ing at the Berlin University, she passed sev- 
eral years long before the war in social re- 
search work among the poor in the large cities 
of Germany, in France and in Italy. She has 
written several well-known pamphlets on ques- 
tions dealing with motherhood and child wel- 
fare, and organized the department for welfare 
of mother and child of the German Red Cross. 


“A Glarin g Omission” 
HE above caption appears on the follow- 
ing paragraph from the Woman’s Leader 


of England: 


“Tt is regrettable that among the 
names of those selected for the be- 
stowal of New Year honors no woman’s 
name appears. That the omission is 
due to sex prejudice there can be no 
shadow of doubt, since the supposi- 
tion that the least deserving of the 
gentlemen whose names appear in 
these diverse honorable categories is 
more deserving (even by the mysteri- 
ous standards by which such things 
are judged) than the most deserving 
of the women whose names do not ap- 
pear is patently absurd. However, 
the matter is of no great importance. 
We want an equal franchise, legal 
parenthood, and sundry other things 
very much more than we want han- 
dles to our names. Only, the omis- 
sion is symbolical of something which 
ought not to exist.” 


English Woman Engineer Honored 
ISS E. L. WINTERTON, a draughts- 
woman in the Signal Engineer’s Office 


of the Great Western Railway at Reading, Eng- 
land, has been elected the first woman Asso- 
ciate member of the Institution of Railway Sig- 
nal Engineers. Miss Winterton was awarded 
the Owen Ridley prize for Machine Construc- 
tion in 1919-20, and the Wells prize for Science 
in 1921-22. 


NOTES OF THE WEEK 


Progress 
HE following paragraph from the The 
World’s Bureau is an indication of the 
gradually changing point of view on women’s 
achievements : 


“LONDON, Dec. 15.—Mme. Curie, 
the discoverer of radium, upon whom 
the French Government has just con- 
ferred a pension of 12,500 francs a 
year, was once the victim of a strange 
rebuff in London. 

“Soon after the discovery of radium 
a famous British scientific society de- 
cided to honor Prof. Curie and his 

» wife. They both accepted the invita- 
tion to London, but it was discovered 
at the last minute that the rules of the 

society prohibited women being pres- 
ent at its meetings. So Professor 
Curie was alone permitted to enter 
the chamber to hear the president’s 
eulogy of his wife, the actual discover- ~ 
er of radium, who had to remain out- 
side.” 


Minister of Motherhood a Man 

HE women of Australia are seeking equal- 

ity of sex in eligibility for public office. 
Mrs. Cowan, the first and only woman member 
of the Australian parliament, has sponsored a 
bill which provides that no person shall be dis- 
qualified by sex or marriage from the exercise 
of any public function or from being appointed 
to any civil or judicial office, from practicing 


law or from entering or carrying on-any other. 


civil profession. 
“Tf women were permitted these opportuni- 


ties,” said Mrs. Cowan, “we would never again” 


see the ludicrous anomaly which presented it- 
self in New South Wales a year ago when a 
man held the office of minister of motherhood.” 


Equal Barbershop Rights 
USINESS women of New Orleans have 
demanded of the New Orleans Associa- 
tion of Commerce equal barbershop rights with 
men and the commercial organization has re- 
ferred the question to the locals of the Barbers’ 
Union and the Master Barbers’ Association. 
The committee that called upon officials of the 
Association of Commerce explained that the 
women want quick service and barbershop 
prices, not the customary taxation of the 
beauty parlors. They want free access to all 
the city’s barber shops and a chance to take 
their turn with the men. 

“With the shops open to ’em,” said a barber- 
shop proprietor when he heard of the demand, 


“the last stronghold of man will have disap- 
peared.” 


Girl Wins Substantial Scholarship , 

ISS DOROTHY ROBERTS of Marietta 

College, Ohio, has won the 1923 Fire- 

stone University Scholarship, valued at $4000. 

The scholarship, which is open to all high school 

pupils of the United States, was competed for 
by-more than 150,000 high school students. 


Equal Rights 


Women Succeed in the World of Finance 


NNE SEWARD, who is widely known in 
_the world of finance, says, in the New 
York Herald, January 13: 


“Privilege, padded lives and pull, the 
feminine three ‘p’s,’ are fast disappear- 
ing. Women, like their brothers, are 
learning that the only way to succeed 
at anything is to put blood into it, to 
play a losing game until it wins, and 
to push the immovable load over the 
ridge when every one has said it can’t 
be done. 

“Ten years ago there were no women 
bankers. Today there are registered 
in an association over 100 bank of- 
ficials, women who meet the public, 
invest the banks’ funds and serve in a 
capacity identical with that of their 
men colleagues.” 


English Women Forge Ahead in Professions 
HE latest edition of the professional di- 
rectory shows that British women have 

turned to many further occupations in chal- 

lenging man’s domain. Besides increasing 
their parliamentary representation from two 
to eight in the course of the year just passed, 
there are more than twenty-five women bar- 
risters, compared with eleven a year ago, and 
there were eight women admitted or eligible 
to admission to the bar, whereas in November, 

1922, there was none. 

Feminine magistrates in England and Wales, 
according to the latest figures, which cover up 
to July last year, number 880. Last year saw 
the first woman elected lord mayor—Miss Col- 
man, at Norwich. The record was further 
broken by the election of five women mayors, 
while, in another instance, a woman is deputy 
mayor. 


Knickers Win in Referendum 


HE privilege of wearing knickerbockers 

on the streets has been granted the women 
of Ready, West Virginia, a recently won vic- 
tory, when the result of a referendum showed 
a majority of one in favor of the women. The 
decision ended a long fight in the borough 
which had been carried to State Attorney 
General England. 


The women of the village proested against 
an ordinance prohibiting them from appear- 
ing in public in knickerbockers and appealed 
to Attorney General England. He ruled the 
ordinance, class legislation which could not 
be sustained, but to settle the matter definitely 
the women demanded a referendum. 


Italian Woman to Become Aviator 

HE distinction of being Italy’s first 
woman aviator belongs to Signora Mimi 
Finzi, wife of the active fascista minister, who 
is both home secretary and head of the air 
department. She has had as her instructors 
nearly all of Italy’s famous aces and soon will 
take her final examination by which she will 
become a full-fledged pilot, a new profession in 
which there are no sex discriminations. 
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WITH THE NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC COMMITTEE 


HE most important political event in the National Capitol last 
week was the meeting of the Democratic National Committee. 
The next thing in importance was the lobbying of the Democratic 


leaders by the National Woman’s Party. 
The National Woman’s Party lobbying 
committee was not one of the events sched- 
uled for the Democratic program, but it 
was soon made clear to the political lead- 
ers that not one political event will take 
place without the presence of a delegation 
from the Woman’s Party, waiting in the 
lobbies: to ask support for the Equal 
Rights amendment. 


There were many of the Democratic 
leaders who seemed to appreciate that it 
was a wise move politically to favor the 
Lucretia Mott amendment, and who also 
saw the justice of Equal Rights. The 
following individuals came out in state- 
ments to the lobbying committee of the 
Woman’s Party declaring themselves fa- 
vorable to the measure: 

They were National Committeeman 
Wilbur Marsh of Iowa, who said: “You 
do not need to see me to say that I am 
for the principle of Equal Rights.” 

National Committeeman John White of 
Ohio said that he used to be against 
woman suffrage, but now he had “switched 
clear over.” 

One of the strongest advocates of Equal 
Rights was Mayor Dever of Chicago. As 
a staunch supporter of the feminist 
movement, he spoke very definitely in 
favor of the Lucretia Mott amendment. 


By Hortense 


EQUAL RIGHTS HEARING 


The Equal Rights Amendment will come up for 
a hearing next month in Congress. This will be the 
first hearing on Equal Rights ever held before the 
Congress of the United States. It will take place 
before the sub-committee of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate on Wednesday, February 6, at 10 
o’clock in the morning. People from all over the 
country will be present. Already, as this paper goes 
to print, interest in the hearing is being manifested. 
Women from every part of the United States are 
expected to be in the National Capitol for it. The 
whole question of Equal Rights will be gone into 
and digested in detail from the legal, industrial, 
commercial, political and social standpoint. Sena- 
tor Brandegee of Connecticut is chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee and Senator Ernst of Kentucky 
is chairman of the sub-committee. The members of 
the Senate Judiciary Committee are: Republicans: 
Brandegee, Connecticut; Borah, Idaho; Cummings, 
Iowa; Colt, Rhode Island; Sterling, South Dakota; 
Norris, Nebraska; Ernst, Kentucky; Shortridge, Cali- 
fornia; Spencer, Missouri. Democrats: Overman, 
North Carolina; Reed, Missouri; Ashurst, Arizona; 
Shields, Tennessee; Walsh, Montana; — 
tucky; Caraway, Arkansas. ! 

Shortridge and Walsh of Montana. 


“T am a great believer in the principle of equality, not only in 
politics, but in the home,” he declared. He added that he and his 
wife went “fifty-fifty” in all enterprises in which he was engaged. 


National Committeeman Angus McLean 
of North Carolina, National Committee- 
man Homer 8S. Cummins of Connecticut 
and P. D. Carroll, state senator from Illi- 
nois, all endorsed the principle of Equal 
Rights. 

The Woman’s Party Lobby Committee 
wore. the purple, white and gold regalia 
across their shoulders that distinguishes 
them wherever they go from any other or- 
ganization of women. The committee 
started early Tuesday morning, the day 
the Democratic National Committee op- 
ened, and were busy the entire day secur- 
ing from the leaders of the Democratic 
Party expressions of support for the Lu- 
cretia Mott amendment. They followed 
the method used when they invaded the 
Republican National Committee in De- 
cember—that is, each member of the lobby 
committee spoke to the representative 
from her own state and asked him to use 
his influence with the national committee 
to secure its support for the Equal Rights 
amendment. | 

Among those in the Woman’s Party 
lobby were Mrs. Peter Drury, District of 
Columbia; Elsie Hill, Connecticut, chair- 
man of the National Council of the Wom- 
an’s Party; Maud Younger, California, 
congressional chairman of the National 
Woman’s Party; Anita Pollitzer, South 


“I was a suffragist away back,” he said, “and I believe absolutely in 
Equal Rights.” 

Another strong Democrat to come to the support of the amend- 
ment was the acting mayor of New York City, Murray Hulbert. 


Carolina, secretary of the Woman’s Party; Janet Hills, Ohio, state 
organizer of the Woman’s Party; Blanche Alsop, Virginia; Mrs. Wil- 
liam E. Hughes, wife of the late senator Hughes of New Jersey, and 
Heath Jones, Delaware. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE AND THE BALTIMORE SCHOOLS 


By Hovucuton Hooker 


NE morning in spring a farmer was lustily walking across his 
well-tilled: fields broadcasting seed from a bag slung over his 
shoulder. <A city lad passing by asked him what he was doing 
throwing dust about in that ridiculous manner. The farmer laughed, 
“It’s the bread that you eat, my lad,” he answered. But the boy did 
not understand; he thought bread came from the corner bakeshop. 
In the world of sociology the mental attitude of the city lad 
is frequently encountered. People accept benefits or tolerate evils, 
with no idea that the planting of seeds precedes the harvest. The 
importance of relating the protective, humanitarian instincts of 
women to the machinery of government is overlooked because people 
do not realize that the social order is but the product of its component 
ingredients. They accept the status quo, as they buy bread from the 
corner bakeshop.. 
Now and then, however, like a sunbeam through a stormy sky, 
something transpires which should bring light even to the blindest. 


Such an occurrence has recently been made known by a bulletin 
published by the research department of the Baltimore public school 
system. On September 30, 1922, there were 12,000 children getting 
only part-time schooling in Baltimore City. On September 30, 1923, 
the number had diminished to 6,944. In other words, during the 
twelve months’ period, opportunities had been opened up to some- 
what over 5,000 children to enjoy adequate educational facilities. 

To the average individual these figures mean nothing, but to 
those who worked for the enfranchisement of women they are most 
illuminating. Suffragists always predicted that when women se- 
cured the franchise more attention and larger funds would be given 
to the public school system. Clearly the extension of educational 
facilities in Baltimore City is one of the by-products of woman suf- 
frage.. Yet most people will pass by oblivious of the significance of 
this incident, for they believe, as did the city lad, that bread comes 
from the corner bakeshop. 
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THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


“Men and Women shall have Equal Rights throughout 
the United States and every place subject to its jurisdic- 
tion.” 


ANOTHER VICTORY UNDER WISCONSIN 
EQUAL RIGHTS LAW 


HE Wisconsin Equal Rights law, passed through the effort of the 

National Woman’s Party, has again proved its value in securing 
equal opportunities for women with men in public employment. This 
time it has opened to women the opportunity to take the examination 
for the municipal reference librarianship in Milwaukee. The city 
attorney, Charles W. Babcock, ruled that under the Equal Rights law 
women could not be excluded from this examination, and the examina- 
tion was therefore thrown open to them. 


In his opinion Mr. Babcock said: 


“The intent and purpose of this statute is to give women 
the same political and civil rights as men have, as far as pos- 
sible. Consequently any arbitrary withdrawal of Equal 
Rights to women would be a violation of the statute and any 
such rule or policy would be void.” 


Each instance such as this furnishes another argument for remov- 
ing the disabilities of women through the establishing of the general 
principle of Equal Rights, rather than by removing every specific 
disability in the law, point by point. 

The fact that the Wisconsin legislature enacted a general Equal 
Rights law declaring “Women shall have the same rights and privileges 
under the law as men * * *” made possible the forcing open of 
this examination to women. But for this blanket Equal Rights pro- 
vision in Wisconsin, it would have been necessary to secure specific 
action by the legislature opening this examination to women. 

If the Equal Rights principle were established in our National 
Constitution as it has been established in the Wisconsin law, it would 
mean that all examinations for library positions the country over 
would be open to women equally with men, and that women would 
no longer be compelled to conduct a separate campaign in each sepa- 
e city nearly each time an examination is held. 


Equal Rights — 


ANCIENT RELICS IN THE LAW 


66 HY do you talk about British, French and Spanish legal 
systems and traditions? Do we not have our own American 
laws?” 

These questions express the presumption of most people, and 
lead us to the very root of the need for a federal constitutional amend- 
ment to establish the legal equality between the sexes which the con- 
stitution seems by its words to guarantee to all American citizens, 
weak or strong. | 

Before the federal constitution was written, the British legal 
system was established in our colonies. After the constitution was 
adopted, our congress and state legislatures generally continued the 
British Common Law as the legal system for the new nation. British 
Common Law subjection to men was brought thus to the American 
woman, both by inheritance and by legislative act of American men. 
Later we brought in the French Napoleonic code of subjection with 
the Louisiana purchase, and by conquest annexed the Spanish system 
with California, Texas and the southwest. 


In each case the legal tradition which previously was in force at 
the time the territories became parts of the United States, was 
adopted later by the state formed fromsthat territory. Modifications 
of course were made, but today there are these three old world legal 
systems operating against the progress of women in modern America 
—thousand-year-old disabilities from the England of another age, dis- 
criminations devised by Napoleon and legal inventions of ancient 
Spain. 

The only way to make a clean break with these obsolete traditions 
of the subject status of women, is to write into the United States 
constitution the modern principle of equality of rights between the 
sexes. 
The modern Equal Rights principle then becomes the authority and 
the guide for our courts, judges and legislatures. 

The National Woman’s Party demands that this new tradition be 
established in the fundamental law of our land. 


E PLURIBUS UNUM 


HERD are some people who feel that it is an anachronism to 

urge the state branches of the National Woman’s Party to exer- 
cise their every effort in behalf of Equal Rights measures in the state. 
legislatures and in Congress as well. They feel that we ought to 
do “one thing or the other,” to centralize on Congress or to retire to 
our own confines and follow the state by state method. Possibly 
these individuals have never heard of “killing two birds with one 
stone.” 


The state branches are doing a work of inestimable value by organ- 
izing, conducting meetings, securing resolutions, getting new sub- 
scribers for Equat Rients, interviewing state and national politicians. 
securing changes in their state constitutions, and also the passage of 
Equal Rights bills before the legislatures, bringing in new members 
and educating public opinion in regard to the Equal Rights amendment 
hefore Congress. The National Headquarters is focusing on Congress 
and the President the true force of the national demand for an amend- 
ment to the United States constitution securing Equal Rights to 
American men and women. Neither of these groups of workers could 
function adequately without the other and the work of each redounds 
to the benefit of both. 

Members of Congress need to know the strength of the demand 
for Equal Rights among their home folks and the opinions of local 
politicians are mostly tuned to the standards held by party men of 
national prominence. Moreover, in a short time the federal amend- 
ment will be before the state legislatures for ratification. Every 
state won meanwhile will be an assured asset in the final campaign. 

We congratulate the state branches on the excellence of their work 
in every section of the country. 
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HOW RHODE ISLAND DISCRIMINATES AGAINST WOMEN 


HE enormity as well as the right- 

eousness of the campaign of the 
Woman’s Party to remove all legal dis- 
criminations against women can per- 
haps be best realized by examples of these 
discriminations. They are to be found in 
varying forms throughout our country. In a 
former issue of Equat Riauts we took Nevada, 
a western state, where the Spanish Civil Law is 
blended with the old English Common Law, and 
pointed out the discriminations existing there. 
Today we will take Rhode Island, a state from 
staid New England, and consider her discrimi- 
nations, most of which are founded upon the 
English Common Law. 


In Rhode Island Mothers Do Not Have Equal 
Guardianship With Fathers of Their Chil- 
dren 


The Common Law rule that the natural guard- 
ianship of minor children belongs primarily 
to the father’ is unchanged in Rhode Island. By 
this rule the father is entitled to superintend 
the nurture, education and employment of the 
children.?, The mother, on the other hand, has 
little or no authority in this matter unless the 
father is dead or has deserted his family’ or is 
a non-resident of the state.* 


As to the custody and control of a child in 
case of separation or divorce of the parents, 
the Rhode Island Supreme Court has held that 
“undoubtedly the right of the father should 
prevail unless it appears that the interests of 
the child will be subserved by a different 
course.” * 


For example, let us take the case of Mr. and 
Mrs. J. R. G., which was decided in 1920.° The 
wife was obliged to leave her husband on ac- 
count of his cruelty and took with her their 
two sons, one two years and a half old and the 
younger less than six weeks old. Although the 
husband was ordered by the court to make pay- 
ments for the support of these children, he paid 
no attention to the order and the mother alone 
supported them for more than five years. A 
reconciliation was effected, but as he acted 
worse than before, and did not keep his promise 
to do what was right by her, she again left him 
and took the two children with her. A third 
child—a girl—was born the following month. 
The wife was granted a divorce by the Superior 
Court of Providence and Bristol counties on the 
ground of extreme cruelty, but was permitted 
fo retain the custody of only one of the chil- 
dren—the baby girl. The other two, aged seven 
and eight, were given to the father. The mother 
carried the case to the state supreme court, but 
that court denied relief, stating that it could 
not say that the trial court was “clearly in er- 
ror”; that if the husband should not properly 
care for the two children awarded to him, that 
the way would be open for her “to apply to the 
court and show that the circumstances of the 
case were such that the best interests and wel- 
fare of the children required a change of cus- 
tody,””* 


By Burnita SHetron Matruews, LL.M., 


Legal Research Secretary of the Woman’s Party 


The Father Owns the Services and Earnings of 
Children 


The father is in this state, as a general rule, 
entitled to the services of a minor child and to 
its wages if working for another.® He also 
has power to bind the child as an apprentice.’ 
Conversely the mother has no right to the serv- 
ices and earnings of a child or to bind it as an 
apprentice except whien the father is dead or 
of unsound mind or has abandoned his rights 
or has relinquished them to her.* 


The right to the child’s labor and earnings 
is given the father as compensation for his 
services in supporting the child.® On the other 
hand, no compensation is provided the mother 
for her services rendered in the care of the 
child even during the years of its entire help- 
lessness. 


This common law doctrine, like that of many 
others, regards only the rights of the man and 
takes little account of the claims of the mother. 


Father Alone Entitled to Sue for Certain In- 
juries to Children 


Except in cases covered by the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act,’® when a minor child is in- 
jured through the negligence or wrongful act 
of another, the father alone usually has the 
right to sue for damages to cover any loss of 
the child’s services and earnings for the period 
of its minority, which was occasioned by the 
injury..' Likewise when a minor daughter is 
seduced it is the father who is entitled to collect 
damages from her seducer."” 


Only when the father is dead or has for- 
feited his rights does the mother have the right 
to maintain such suits.* 


Mother Is Sole Guardian of Illegitimate Child 


When a child is legitimate and its existence 
sanctioned by society, the law recognizes the 
father as the principal parent and bestows upon 
him superior authority, but when the child is 
illegitimate and its existence stigmatized with 
shame and reproach, then the law establishes 
the mother as the only recognized parent, 
thrusts upon her the brunt of the burden and 
places the father safely in the background. 


The mother of the illegitimate child is its nat- 
ural guardian and is alone charged with its 
care, custody and welfare.’** According to the 
law, only the blood of the mother and “none of 
the father” runs in the veins of this unfortu- 
nate child, and therefore it can inherit from her 
but not from him and has no kindred save 
hers.’° The father has no responsibility what- 
ever except that if he is found to be the child’s 
father by court proceedings duly brought, he 
may be required to make payments to the over- 
seer of the poor for the necessary support of the 
child.*° The main element in this requirement, 


however, is to protect the public from 
having to support the child and not jus- 
tice to the child and its mother.*’ 


The Husband Owns the Wife’s Services in the 
Home 


The Common Law vests practically all prop 
erty rights in the husband and, while this law 
has been changed in Rhode Island so as to per- 
mit a married woman to own and control prop- 
erty,’® still the first right of property which a 
free person enjoys, that is to say, the full own- 
ership of his or her labor, is still denied the ,~ 
married woman.’® 


Although she may collect wages for work . 
performed outside the home,” the fact is that 
the household work and other home service de- 
volves upon her and this labor or service is not 
ters, but is legally the property of her hus- 
band.** Consequently, when prosperity comes 
her labor and service does not entitle her to 
share as a partner in the gains, nor is she en- 
titled to any part of the family income besides 
her necessary support. 


Husband Can Collect Damages When Wife Is 
Injured 
As stated by the Rhode Island Supreme 
Court: 


“The right of a husband to receive 
the services of his wife is considered a 
valuable property right, and for its 
loss in consequence of the negligent ~ 
act of a third person the husband is 
entitled to pecuniary compensation.” ** 


For instance: 

Mrs. Carlo Larisa was injured due to a de- 
fect in one of the highways of the town of 
Barrington. Her husband brought suit against 
the town treasurer for damages for loss of his 
wife’s services and judgment was rendered in 
his favor. In the course of its opinion the 
Yourt said: “The loss to a husband of the val- 
wable services of his wife in his househald docs 
not differ in kind from her loss of wages, and 
in many cases may constitute a@ much greater 
pecuniary injury.” * 

From time immemorial the husband has had 
i property interest in the labor of his wife.*' 
On the other hand, the wife has no such prop- 
erty interest in the labor of her husband.”" 
When he is injured she cannot recover any- 
thing for loss of his services or for loss of 
support, but he is entitled to all damages.”* 


Husband’s Domicile Controls That of Wife for 
Practically All Purposes 


Since under the Common Law theory of mar 
riage the husband and wife are one, he being 
the one, it is a general rule that they cannot be 
domiciled in different places, but the domicile 
of the husband is the domicile of the wife. This. 
means that the husband’s domicile usually con- 
trols that of the wife for even such purposes as 
voting, office holding, suing and being sued, 
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poor relief, taxation and other relations with 
the government.” For instance: 


Mrs. Mary 8S. Howland, from considerations 
of health and with the consent of her husband, 
was living in Asheville, North Carolina, intend- 
ing this place to be her permanent home. Her 
husband was living in the city of Providence. 
The city treasurer of Providence sought to re- 
quire her to pay tawes on her personal prop- 
erty, but she contended that as she was a resi- 
dent of North Carolina, her personal property 
was not subject to taxation in Rhode Island. 
The court held that the “unity of the marriage 
relation” being in existence, Mrs. Howland 
could not acquire a domicile in North Carolina, 
and therefore that her personal estate was swb- 
ject to taration at the place of her husband’s 
domicile in Rhode Island.” 


The Law Presumes the Wife Irresponsible 


In Rhode Island “the Common Law presumes 
that when husband and wife are together, they 
have virtually but one will between them, the 
will of the husband.” ** And so if she commits 
certain criminal offenses in his presence it is 
likewise presumed that she acted by his com- 
mand and he is held “prima facie responsible 
for it.’ ** This law treats the wife as an irre- 
sponsible person subject to the beck and call 
of “a husband’s authority,” even in the matter 
of committing crimes. 


Wife’s Share in Husband’s Property Often Less 
Than Husband’s Share in Wife’s Property 


Where the wife is granted a divorce for fault 
on the part of the husband, she is entitled to a 
life interest in one-third of his real estate, pro- 
vided she makes no claim for alimony.” On 
the other hand, when the husband is granted a 
divorce for the wife’s fault, he is entitled, pro- 
vided a child was born alive during the mar- 
riage, to the use, enjoyment, rents and profits 
of all of her real estate as long as he lives. 
However, this property of the wife’s is subject 
to such allowance for her support as the court 
may think proper.*® 

When a husband dies, the wife is entitled to 
dower—that is, a life interest in one-third of 
the husband’s real estate.””._ On the other hand, 
when the wife dies, the husband is entitled to 
a life interest in all of her real estate, pro- 
vided a child was born alive during the mar- 
riage.*° However, in case a husband or wife 
dies leaving no will and no descendants, the 
surviving consort is entitled for his or her 
natural life to all the real estate of the deceased 
consort.*° 


Women Excluded From Jury Service 


Rhode Island women are still denied one of 
the oldest of the rights accorded to freemen, 
that is, the right of trial by a jury of their 


peers. 

After women were enfranchised the Rhode 
Island law on jurors was broad enough to jus- 
tify an interpretation that women as well as 
men might legally serve on a jury, but the 
legislature in 1921 changed this law so as to 


provide in exprese terms that jurors shall be 
“male persons.” *° Rhode Island is one of two 
states to take this particular step backward. 


Women Discriminated Against in Public School 

System 

There being no law in Rhode Island securing 
women teachers Equal Rights with men teach- 
ers, the custom of discriminating against the 
women in favor of the men prevails in practic- 
ally every part of the state. 

All the best positions go to the men and 
the principle of equal pay for equal work is 
apparently unknown in this profession, even 
though it was among the earliest professions 
open to women. 

For instance, in Providence the salaries of 


men high school teachers range from $300 to 


$400 more per year than the salaries of the 
women high school teachers.** 


In Newport, Westerly and Warwick women 
are discriminated against in favor of men 
teachers to the extent of at least $200 per year 
in salary.*’ 

Moreover, in some parts of the state it is a 
rule that if a woman teacher marries she for- 
feits her position. For instance, a rule of the 
School Committee of Woonsocket provides: 


“Should a female teacher marry, her place 
shall thereupon become vacant.” ** 


In some places, as, for example, Central Falls 
and Providence, the school committee will not 
permit the employment of married women ex- 
cept as substitute teachers.** 


It is needless to say that marriage does not 
affect the empioyment of men teachers. 


Women Discriminated Against in Industry 
Women are linked with children in the regu- 
lation of industry to the detriment of both 
groups. This identical legislation for children 
and women prevents the children from getting 
the needed protection and renders women less 
able to compete with men for employment. 


For instance, a law provides that no child 
under 16 and no woman shall work more than 
54 hours per week in any factory, manufactur- 
ing, mechanical, business or mercantile estab- 
lishment.** As the law does not apply to men, 
the men workers can, while the women workers 
cannot, be employed overtime in case of neces- 
sity or emergency, a circumstance which makes 
women less valuable than men as employes. 


Laws Regarding Certain Appointive Offices 
Discriminate Against Women 


Although in 1920 the legislature passed a 
measure providing that all laws relating to 
the right to be nominated for or to hold office 
shall include women citizens,*® laws passed 
since then tend to favor men for office. For 
instance, one law passed in 1922 provides that 
of the Penal and Charitable Commission, 
“three * * * shall be women andsix * * * 


shall be men.’*® Another provides for a director 
of state institutions at a salary not exceeding 
$8000 per year who “shall be a man.” ** There 
are requirements that certain offices be filled 


Equal Rights 


by women, but they are not equivalent to those 
requiring men officers. 


Legal Age for Marriage Differs for Boys and 

Girls 

Boys are of legal age to consent to mar- 
riage at 14, while a girl of only 12 is legally 
capable of marriage. This is the common law 
rule, and it is still in force in Rhode Island.** 
Although the Rhode Island laws provide for 
the consent of the parent to the marriage of 
a minor, * the lack of such consent does not 
affect the validity of the marriage.*° 


The age of consent to marriage is fixed as a 
protection to young persons and this protec- 
tion surely ought to be extended to girls as 
long as it is to boys. 


References given are to the General Laws of 
Rhode Island, revision of 1923, decisions of the 
Rhode Island «Supreme Court and to other 
authorities. 


Schouler’s Domestic Relations, 6th Ed., Sec, 811. 
Schouler’s Domestic Relations, 6th Ed., Sec. 740. 
G. L. Ch. 289, Secs. 1-4. 
Vetterlein, Petitioner, 14 R. I. 378. 
Grant v. Grant, 110 Atlantic 70. 
McGarr v. Nat, & Prov. Worsted Mills, 24 R. I. 
Galligan v. Woonsocket St. Ry. Co., 27 R. I. 368. 
G. L. Ch. 91, Sec. 1. 
McGarr vs. Nat. Prov. Worsted Mills, 24 R. I. 
G. L. Ch. 290, Secs. 16-17. Ch. 91, Sec. 1. 
McGarr v. Nat. 4 Prov. Worsted Mills, supra. 
10. G. L. Ch. 92, Arts. 1-8. 
11. Galligan v. Woonsocket St. Ry. Co., 27 R. I. 363. 
Dimitri et al. v. Peter Cienci & Son, 41 R. I. 398. 


12. Tourgee v. Rose, 19 R. I. 403. Thiebault v. 
Prendergast, 69 Atlantic 922. 


13. Schouler’s Domestic Relations, 6th Ed., Sec. 761. 
Simone v. The R. I. Co., 28 R. I. 186. 

14. Hope, Petitioner, 19 R. I. 486. 

15. Briggs v. Greene, 10 R. I. 495. Grundy v. Had- 
field, 16 R. I. 579. G. L. Ch. 367, Sec. 7. 

16. G. L. Ch. 107, Secs. 1-18. 


17. State v. Bowen, 14 R. I. 165. Schouler’s Do- 
mestic Relations, 6th Ed., Sec. 709. 


18. G. L. Ch. 290, Sec. 1. 

19. Larisa v. Tiffany, 42 R. I. 148. 
20. G. L. Ch. 290, Sec. 1. 

21. Larisa v. Tiffany, supra. 


x Schouler’s Domestic Relations, 6th Ed., Sec. 


23. Howland v..Granger, 22 R. 1.1. G. L. Ch. 104, 
Sec. 1, 

24. State v. Boyle, 13 R. I. 587. 

25. G. L. Ch. 291, Sec. 5. 


26. G. L. Ch. 291, Sec. 6. Note—The supreme court 
decided in 1894 in the case of Burgess v. Muldoon, 
18 R. I. 607, that a husband who divorces his wife 
for her fault has no interest in her estate, but the 
contrary is believed to be the law now in eg of the 
revision and re-enactment covered by; G. L. Ch. 291, 
Sec, 6. | 

27. G. L. Ch. 380, Sec. 1. 

28. G. L. Ch. 200, Sec. 8. Ch. 367, Sec. 8. 

29. G. L. Ch. 367, Sec. 4. 

30. G. L. Ch. 829, Sec. 1. 

31. Information secured in November and Decem- 
ber, 1923, from Supts. of Public Schools for these 
cities. 

32. Rules, Ch. 5, Sec. 6. 


33. Information secured in November and Decem- 
ber, 1923, from Supts. of Public Schools for these 


G. L. Ch. 91, Sec. 22. 

G. L. Ch. 6, Sec. 26. 

G. L. Ch. 418, Sec. 1. 

37. G. L. Ch. 418, Sec. 7. 

38. Capwell v. Capwell, 21 R. I. 101. 
39. G. L. Ch. 287, Sec. 11. 

40. G. L. Ch. 287, Sec. 22. 
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NEWS FROM THE FIELD 


Wesnen Werk: for Rights Amendment 


MEETING of the officers of the Pennsylvania Branch of the 
Woman’s Party was held last week in Philadelphia at the home 
of the state secretary, Mrs. Florence F. George, to make plans for 
winning the support of Pennsylvania congressmen for the Equal Rights 
amendment. Dr. Caroline Spencer, of Colorado; Martha Souder, of 
Pennsylvania, and Alice Paul, of Washington, D. C., all members of the 
National Council of the Woman’s Party, were present to confer with 
the state committee. 
At a recent meeting of the Republican Women’s Organization of 
Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania, the Equal Rights amendment was 
endorsed in the following resolution: 


“Whereas, the following amendment to the United States 
Constitution which reads: ‘Men and women shall have equal 
rights throughout the United States and every place subject 
to its jurisdiction,’ is to be voted upon during the present 
session of congress, and 

“Whereas, the object of this amendment is to remove all 
discriminations against women in the law today, and to pre- 
vent new ones from being made in the future, therefore be it 

“Resolved: That the Lackawanna County Women’s Repub- 
lican Organization do most earnestly urge President Coolidge 
to support the amendment using his influence in congress to 
secure its passage, and we also entreat our United States 
senators and the congressmen from our county to use their 
influence and vote for the passage of the amendment. 

“AnNE B. Ropinson, Corresponding Secretary.” 


G. Hartiey, First Vice-Chairman. 


New York Legislative Campaign Arouses Interest 


HE NEW YORK branch of the Woman’s Party is conducting a 
most active campaign to secure Equal Rights measures in the 
New York legislature which is now in session. 
In commenting on this campaign the New York City Telegram, 
January 11, says: 


“The battle to remove inequalities that women are sup- 
posed to be becoming restive under is one of the most inter- 
esting now being fought in the state legislature. The Na- 
tional Woman’s Party is making a drive that would place 
women on an equal plane with men in every respect. 


“Senator Nathan Straus, Jr., has introduced a bill com- 
pelling women to serve on juries. In support of the measure 
Senator Straus said: 

“‘The new status of women—a wider opportunty to ex- 
press herself politically—will redound not only to the benefit 
of her own sex but to-the great improvement of our social 
and political life.’ 

“The bills to give women the same rights and obligations 
as men in regard to jury service are heartily endorsed by 
Judge M. Warley Platzek, New York Supreme Court, First 
Judicial District; Judge Frederick Kernochan, Chief Justice, 
Court of Special Sessions, New York City; Judge Edgar J. 
Lauer; Judge Alonzo G. McLaughlin; Judge Burt J. Hum- 
phrey, and many others.” 


Mrs. Clarence Smith, state chairman, has been addressing a num- 
ber of meetings concerning the campaign to obtain Equal Rights by 
both state and national action. A detailed account of Mrs. Smith’s 
speech in Middletown, New York, on January 8th, is given by the 
Middletown Daily Herald, which says: 


“Speaking before one of the largest meetings of the Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs ever held in this city, Tuesday after- 
noon, in the Universalist Parish House, Mrs. Clarence Smith, 
New York state chairman of the National Woman’s Party, 
told of the many discriminatory laws in New York and other 
states against women. Some of these, she said, the party has 
already changed through recently passed bills. Mrs. Smith 
also told of 25 new bills which are now before the legislature. 

“Mrs. Smith condemned the laws which prevent women 
from entering some branches of industry and also against 
the night laws which prevent women from operating eleva- 


tors, working as waitresses in restaurants, or other such night — 
work, on the ground of ‘moral hazard.’ 

“It is perfectly all right for a woman to scrub at night— 
why not do other work?’ she questioned.” 


On Sunday evening, February 10, a dinner will be held under the 
direction of the New York branch at the Hotel Astor, New York City. 
Several representatives from National Headquarters will speak at 
this meeting. 


Colorado Prepares for Florence Bayard Hilles 
HE following letter has been received from Lillian H. Kerr, State 


: Organizer of the Woman’s Party in Colorado: 


“We had a meeting at my house Sunday afternoon at which 
we had about a dozen women and all were enthusiastic to have 
Mrs. Hilles, and we decided to have a subscription luncheon 
at the Antlers Hotel for her. We plan to hold a reception and 
tea for her in Denver, January 28th. 

“Our card party and Mah Jong party is arranged for 
January 19th at the Broadmoor Art Academy, which is do- 
nated for the occasion. We hope to have thirty tables at $4 
a table, and we got ten at the meeting Sunday, so we shall 
make it a great success, I know. 

“Tuesday I went to Falcon, which is just a way-station, you 
know. About fifty people within a radius of two miles of the 
depot. Schoolhouse and shack called a ‘hotel.’ The day was 
balmy when I left Colorado Springs. A little cloud on the 
Peak the only indication of ‘something different.’ I arrived 
at Falcon at 2 P. M. and hunted up Mrs. Gray, an old friend 
who lived off on the prairie. She wouldn’t let me stay at the 
hotel; said I’d perish. Wind rising. At 7 P. M. blowing sev- 
enty-five miles an hour; mercury thirteen degrees below zero. 
Got to the schoolhouse 8.45 P. M.; six women present. One, 
Mrs. C. E. Welty—immortal name to me—walked a mile 
against that awful wind to attend the meeting, brought her 

_ money and joined the Party. Two others joined; one sub- 
scribed to the magazine, and Mrs. W. A. Gray, my old friend, 
heads the precinct as chairman. She is on the school board, 
and will be of great help. Letters are going out to congress- 
men.” 


Gail Laughlin Speaks Bef usetts Women’s Republican Club 


HROUGH arrangements made by Mrs. Agnes Morey, member of 

the National Council from -Massachusetts, Gail Laughlin repre- 
sented the National Woman’s Party in an Equal Rights debate before 
the Massachusetts Women’s Republican Club at a luncheon at the 
Copley Plaza in Boston on Friday, January 4th. Mrs. Morey writes 
concerning the meeting : 


“B. Loring Young, speaker of the Massachusetts house of 
representatives, spoke against Gail Laughlin. There was a 
large audience. Miss Laughlin made a fine, strong address, 
handling the subject with force and dignity. After Mr. 
Young’s speech, Miss Laughlin, in a forty-five minute rebuttal, 
effectively destroyed every objection he had presented.” 


Mrs. Morey will speak on behalf of the Equal Rights amendment 
before the Women’s City Club of Boston on January 21st. 


Benefit Concert at National Headquarters 


LBERT SCHOTT, a tenor, who has sung in leading operatic 

roles in practically every city in Europe, and Grete von Bayer, 
a distinguished pianist of Washington, D. C., gave a recital at National 
Headquarters on Tuesday evening, January 8th. Both artists con- 
tributed their services for the benefit of the Woman’s Party. 

The drawing room at Headquarters was filled to overflowing with 
members and friends of the National Woman’s Party who were de- 
lighted with the unusually beautiful program of music from Beethoven, 
Brahms, Wagner, Schumann and Chopin. 

The patronesses of the concert were Mrs. Anne Archbold, Mrs. 
Alice Barney, Mrs. Wymond H. Bradbury, Mrs. Henry Rozer Casey, 
Mrs. Peter Drury, Mrs. Herman Gasch, Mrs. Lyman Kendall, Mrs. 
Oscar Underwood and Miss Emily Waite. 
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N December 31 a delegation from the second Illinois congressional 


district called upon Representative Morton D. Hull of that dis- 


trict to enlist his support for the Equal Rights amendment. 


The following account of the interview is given by Miss Katherine 


Fisher, a Founder of the Woman’s Party, who is acting as headquarters 


‘secretary in Chicago: 


“Miss Genevieve Melody, chairman of the Teachers’ Council, 
who was in charge of the interview, said that we considered 
that the Equal Rights amendment was very close to the four- 
teenth amendment in character. Miss Melody showed that 
such an amendment was necessary not only to remove existing 
discriminations against women in the various states, but to 
prevent new discriminations. She cited a rule recently made 
by the school board of Peoria, Ill., which prevents married 
women from teaching in the public schools. 

“Miss Josephine Casey, chairman of the Producers’ Coun- 
cil, pointed out to Mr. Hull that so-calle@ protective legislation 
was disadvantageous to women workers; for example, women 
in printing offices. She illustrated the position of women 
under legislation restricting their hours when men’s were 
not restricted, by asking Mr. Hull to imagine a law for the 
protection of Swedes which prohibited any Swede from work- 
ing more than three hours a day. ‘How many Swedes do you 
think would be employed?’ she inquired. He mentioned the 
opposition of some women to the measure. Miss Casey replied 
that he could count on many who were now opposed changing 
their opinion in time; that it took some people longer than 
others to accept a new idea.” 


San Diego Branch of Woman’s Party Organized 


T a meeting held in the home of Mrs. P. I. O’Rourke, San Diego, 

December 31, a branch of the Woman’s Party was organized 

and officers elected. Miss Sara P. Grogan, one of the Founders of the 

Woman’s Party, who is spending the winter in San Diego, gave a most 
interesting speech on the work of the Woman’s Party. 


A plan for the campaign for the Equal Rights amendment to be 
carried out in San Diego during the next few months was then dis- 
cussed and adopted. Practically every one of the large number of 
women present agreed to write personal letters to the California con- 
gressmen, urging them to work and vote for the amendment. 


The meeting convened at 3 o’clock, and so great was-the interest in 
the discussion of Equal Rights and the outlining of plans of work 
that it lasted until after 6 o’clock: The following account of the 
meeting is given by the San Diego Union of Sunday, January 6th: 


“One of the enjoyable occasions of the past week was the tea 
given by Mrs. P. F. O’Rourke the past week at her home, 2900 
Park avenue, to a number of her friends who were invited to 
meet Miss Sara P. Grogan, from Washington, D. C., 

“Miss Grogan, who is one of the Founders of the National 
Woman’s Party, by request of her friends outlined the activi- 
ties of herself and associates in connection with the move- 
ments for the improvement of laws that have hindered the 
progress of women in the business and professional world as 
well as the home. The following officers for the ensuing year 
were chosen to act in the San Diego district: President, Miss 
Sara P. Grogan (pro-tem) ; first vice-president, Mrs. P. F. 
O’Rourke; second vice-president, Mrs. Nora E. Marsh; secre- 
tary, Mrs. Marian Holmes; treasurer, Mrs. Minita Banks; 
chairman of publicity, Dr. Marian Kyle Larson; chairman of 
legislative activities, Mrs. Ada Beach. Others ‘present were 
Miss Alice Lee, Miss Emily Calmerton, Miss Gail Calmerton, 
Mrs. L. F. Snow, Mrs. Alice Wolsdale, Mrs. Ellen Simison, 
Mrs. La Monte, Mrs. Callender, Mrs. Lucy Harris Murphy, 
Mrs. R. C. Braisted, Mrs. A. M. Robinson, Miss Lawrence and 


others.” 
It is planned to have weekly meetings of the members of the San 
Diego Branch at the home of Mrs. O’Rourke. 
Mrs. Irwin Writes of Equal Rights 
HE March number of Good Housekeeping will contain an article 
on the Equal Rights amendment by Inez Haynes Irwin. 


Equal Rights 


Meeting of Minnesota Branch 


MEETING of the Minnesota branch of the National Woman’s 
Party was held at the Curtis Hotel in Minneapolis on December 
30, with Miss Eleanore H. Bresky, state chairman, presiding. At this 
meeting a resolution endorsing the Equal Rights amendment and eall- 
ing upon the President of the United States and the Minnesota eon- 
gressmen to give it their support was adopted and telegraphed to 
President Coolidge and every Minnesota member of Congress. 


COMMENTS OF THE PRESS 


A QUESTION answered by the Fredric J. Haskin Information 
Bureau, Washington, D. C. 

“Q. Did the clock in the old Capitol building, First and A 
streets, N. E., Washington, D. C., come originally from West- 
minster Abbey?—J. F. B. 

“A. The National Woman’s Party says that the clock in the 
old Capitol building, which is now their headquarters, dates 
from Elizabethan time. It did not come from Westminster 
Abbey, but from Warwick Castle, England. It has a full set 
of Westminster chimes. The case is made of old English 
black oak, and is hand-carved, depicting the visit of Queen 
Elizabeth to the castle.” 

t 


(From Kansas City Times, December 14, 1923.) 


HE NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY is making a noisy drive 
for the so-called “woman’s equality” amendment. It has partic- 
ular interest in Kansas because Senator Curtis introduced it in the 
senate last week and Representative Dan R. Anthony placed it before 
the house today—with a squad of beribboned women in the gallery 
to applaud the performance. 
They always select Dan Anthony to intnadnae bills relating to 
suffrage in any way because of his aunt, Susan B. Anthony, founder 
of the suffrage movement. 


TWO MILLION DOLLAR FUND 
REASURER’S REPORT, National Woman’s Party, Capitol Hill, 
Washington, D. C. Auditors: American Audit Company. 

Receipts of National Headquarters, December 7, 1912, to January 
11, 1924, $1,240,777.99. 

Contributions, membership receipts and other receipts, January 
11, 1924, to January 18, 1924: 


Dr. Bertha A. Buddecke, Mo........ 


Miss Anita Pollitzer, 8. C............ $50.00 5.00 
Mrs. Alice Sessums Leovy, Col... 10.00 Mrs. Philip Calpakian, D C......... 50 
Per California Branch : Per Minnesota Branch: 

Miss Martha A. Ijams.............. 5.00 Misa Minnie Miller.................... 50 

Mrs. Nancy Barrhiarity........... 50 Miss Sonia Abramson................ 50 

Miss Caroline Nunlist................ 50 Miss Nancy 

Mrs. M. A. Doughty................... Mrs. K. L. 50 

Mrs. M. M. Thygeson .50 Mrs. L. Brackett Bishop, 25.00 

Miss Grace Reynolds................ ‘50 Mrs. Philip Henry, N. C............... 1.00 
Mrs. R. H. Arnold, Conn.............. 5.50 Miss Eleanor Brannan, N. Y..... 100.00 
Mrs. Cleo M. Sherfey, D. C......... 1.00 Mrs. Mabelle Gibson, Ohio.......... 1.00 
Miss Clara M. Breed, D. C......... 1.00 Mrs. Bertha Kendrick, ol.......... 15.00 
Mrs. Charles Conard, D. C......... 1.00 Mrs. Olive D. Bubrmann. Md... 5O 
Mrs. Ada M. Klein Peter, D.C... 1.00 Mrs. John Cocke, D. C................. 1.00 
Mrs. J. F. Richardson, D. C....... 1.00 Mrs. M. H. L. Wilmarth, D.C... 1.00 
Per New York Branch : Miss Theodora Forbes, Md.......... 1.00 

50 pividend from Endowment Fund 

Mrs. Frank J. Winkler............ .50 Receipts from a ae Concert... 41.00 

Mrs. Austin Wood iacReapdbniiinecccaseted .5O Rent of Rooms at Headquarters 32.50 

Mrs. Mary J. 

Mrs, Ethel Mason Lee... «Total Receipts through Jan, 

Oe eee 5.00 Total Receipts, Dec. 7, 1912, to 

Mrs. R. M. Fotheringham........ 2.50 dan. 13; $1,241,105.24 
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